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EARLY PRINTING IN IRELAND. 

I. SIXTEENTHCENTURY. 

To the student of history it is by no means surprising that, 
in the distracted condition of Ireland during the last half of 
the fifteenth century and the whole of the sixteenth, the arts 
of peace did not make much progress at that period in that 
country. The remarkable lawlessness that prevailed during the 
reigns of Edward IV and Richard I11; the turmoil and party 
strife engendered by the appearance of two impostor-claimants 
to  the throne of Henry V I I  in the persons of Lambert Simnel 
and Perkin Warbeck; the grievances represented by “ c o p e  and 
licery ” and “ black rent,” coupled with the suppression of the 
monasteries and the confiscation of church lands, under 
Henry TI11; the bitterness of sectarianism during the reigns of 
Edward V I  and Nary ; the terrible persecutions and confisca
tions which followed the Desmond rebellions and the revolt 
of Ulster, and the various atrocities which are veiled ulider the 
phrase “ the Elizabethan conquest of Ireland ”-all tended to 
keep the quondam island of saints and scholars, the sometime 
rniversity of Europe, from profiting by and sharing in the 
advancing civilization of the times. 

Scarcely a greater proof of this backwardness could be found 
than the fact that, despite the wonderful impetus which the 
invention of printing by movable types had given in most 
European countries to the production, multiplication, and dis
semination of books, a period of some seventy-four years elapsed 
between the date of the introduction of printing into England 
by Caxton and the appearance of the first book printed in 
Ireland. That a printing press was set up even then would 
be, the condition of the country always borne in mind, a cause 
of some wonder, did we not know that its establishment was 
due to the political and religious exigencies of the party of 
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1icT- r,,thei* than to any entbusiaslli on the part  of the 
‘1 inice �or the new art. 
it? + i v ~ ~spccdative reasons that h . 7  c been r,rli.xnceLI 
e :hat l3;inting was done in Irelam1 at a n  earlier h?, 

.~ inIt 1- i L o ~ ~ ,  the absence of any actual r 
7r,,?r 1, tcJLtiint the first Irish printing press IT I-. 

ih l;,jt>.1;i rhe reign of Edward VT, and t h T  it- ex l i r - t  p o -
d71c-i 111 ~ a ( ki t 3  appearance in the follon in: >-ear. Tbe title 
of 1 3 2  ~!-n:i, u.; The Boke of the  conz?noIi ~ J Ia i c  1 c 1 1 d  CLC! ) i i )~
ist/*acio?z o/ iiie Sacranzenles, and other d e s  and csmrionies  
oF t h e  Ch111c7ie: after tka use of the Cl~irrche of England. 
This book was a verbal reprint of Craftcii‘s edition of The 
Book o t  C O I I Z ~ M ~ ZPrqer-the First Prayer Book of Edxr-ard T’I 
-and bexrs for  colophon Imprinted byHuxfre?;Poiceli, printel* 
t o  tlze ICyzlnges Maiestie in his IIighnessa realcia C[ Ii-elc;na’, 
deLellinge in the  citee of Dublin in the great touw hy f h r  Crane. 
Cu?n p’iudegio ad imprjmendum solurn,  m z . o  Dmxini IIDLI. 

This ~ o r kis described by Dr. Rutty, of Dublia, in a letter of 
Jnne  S t h ,  1744,to Dr. William Clark, of London, as a large 
quarto or ratker folio in black letter; by Dr. Cotton. smiting 
in 1E32,  it is set down as ‘‘ a folio, a book of very great rarity,” 
a n d  he adds that “ a fine and perfcct copy map be seen in the 
librarv of Trinity College, Dublin.” There is no copy iii the 
Briiish Xuseuni, bnt in Emanuel College, Cambridge, there is 
a copy which at one time was the property o� Archbishop 
Sailcroft (1Gl6-1693). The Trinity College copy measures 
l o g  bp ’7 inches; that in Emanuel College is 11,1, by 7; 
inches. 

The Bockof Cominon Prayer has had rnariy yicissitudes. It is 
to  2 l n r ~ cexteiit a translation of the Catholic ‘Liturgj-. from the 
hLrex-iary. the leissal, the Ritual or Manual. a?icl the  Pontificd, 
n-:th the  m i 4 o n  or alteration of those parts which x-ew ob
jccf ioidle  l o  the reformers or which in their suFericr nviidom 
*’.LiiL3.-, deciiled superstitions, and the SnbstiTntion or additioii 
0: o;l:er forma iiistead. Already in 1540. during the rcig1l of 
F e i : y  TXI. tho litnrgy had hecn revised by a committee of 
clis.iiics, a i d  their work, fnrther rcvised hy a ConrocRtion in 
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1,:4."J, :pp . i rd  in thc latter year under the title of Tlir 1<11~7'< 
,D,i),l( 7 .  &i5'1 mLtterof fact, this was the fir-t Engli-h Em!: 

. That title, however, i-
as the ~ v o r kof Crsnmer, 1: 

oilier i1iT ini . rnil nhich, fully sanctioned by 
caa'e i n t c ,  -e oil tiic feast of Pentecost in 

01 I d w a r d  VI, which Powell r p  

;11 1:;l. tli3i'ewl liiatcrially from the King' 

C!RJ-S a n d  I-Iolylays, for  Baptism, Confirmation, and &ria!; 
and ~~rcscr ibedL'rayers for tho Dead and the use of the Sigx 
O� the CTOViii Captisni, Consecration, Confirmation, Xarriage, 
and the lTisitation of the Sick. In  a second edition, in 155Q, 
the ordinslticn sen-ices were added. A Calvinistic feeling ~i-as,  
however, growing, and to iiieet this, Cranmer, with the aid of 
Peter Xartyr  and Martin Bucer, preparcd a new rers ioa,  in  
which thew i r e r e  several alterations and additions and several 
noteirorthy omissions, among thom being the omission of certain 
prayera for the dead. This liturgy, sanctioned by Parliament 
if not also by Coni.ocation, came into operatior, on the feast of 
,111 Saints in 1532,  and is known as the Second Prayer "uook 
of Edvard TI. It marks the highest point of Puritanism eyer 
attained by the liturgy of the English Ghurch. In Xary's 
reign, the  English Prayer Book was banned, and the Latin 
1Iissal substitrLted. This in turn  was set aEide by Parliament 
i.uldcr Elizabeth, and in 1559 the third Goolr of Conimon Prayer 
11-as pxblisliecl. It was based on the Second Book of E:tl.lr-ard 
YI,Ivith alterations rather in a Catholic direction. The liturgy 
s m s  further rcvised in tho reign of James 1as the r e a d t  of the 
IIampton C o u x  Confcrenee, and 1hc fonrth Book of Ccii1.i:ion 
PraT-er as Iwhlished in 1 0 4 .  A translation cf t!iie book icto 

1. withon; thz Psaliiis, appcai*ed in  IOOS, and x p r h t s  
01 ii ill Eiy1i-h were niade in Dnblin in  I C 2 1  and i l l  2 637. 
In ;lie last-named year the Book of Comincn 3 : , ~ ~ - e ~ ~~ " C Ythe 
IIV of the Church of Scotland, generally Bnona as Lnud's 
Bo~li,:ras r;iiblisl:ed at Edinbnrgh. Tho atteil.-pt to  fore? its 
Rdoptlon OE Scotland produced the Solenm Lcague and C o w  
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nant It-ith ail its momentous consequences. The 1604 edition 
relilailled current in England until 1643, vhen its use as 
entirel- forhidden by the Long Parliament, and from 1643 lllltil 

~ 11 6 6 1  i t  ~ 0 not~be employed~unless at the risk of dire pains 
and pen.1lties. On the restoration of Charles I1 n nnmber 
of Epiqopalian and Presbyterian divines met at the I’alace 
of the Sa1-0:- in London-forming what is linoxm a. the SLI-OY 
C o n f ~ p n c ~ f O rthe purpose of revising the Book of C‘oriimon 
Prayer; but, though they sat for four months, the points of 
difference were too many and too acute to  admit of any agree
ment. The Episcopalian party, however, decided on some 
changes, which both Convocation and Parliament sanctioned, 
and the nev version, the fifth Book of Common Prayer, appeared 
in 1662. This was the last edition in which any change J ~ S 
made by authority of Church or State in the liturgy of the 
Church of Eiigland, although it is true that certain serrices 
were discontinued by the late Queen Victoria by Order in 
Council, and that sundry slight changes have been effected in 
comparatively recent years. On account of a clause in the 
Act of Conformity, 13, Car. I1 [I6621 requiring every Dean 
and Chapter in England and Wales to obtain under the Great 
Seal of England a true and perfect copy of that Act and of 
the Book of Common Prayer, this fifth book is general17 called 
The Sealed Book of Charles 11. It was reprinted in Dublin 
in 1664, 1665, and 1666, and frequently since. This Book 
was common to England and Ireland until the disestabiishment 
of the Irish Church in 1869; but in IS70 a synod held in 
Dublin agreed on a separate Prayer Book for  Ireland. This 
is in essentials the same as the Anglican Prayer Book, the 
principal difference being the omission of lessons from the 
L4pocrdyphaand of certain rubrics and forms, and the addition 
of one question and answer in the Church Catechism. 

Humphrey Powell, who printed the First Prayer Book of 
Edra rd  VI in Dublin in 1551, had been a printer in HoIhorn 
Conduit, London, in 1548, and two years later he Tent as King’s 
Printer to Ireland, presumably under royal patent, for  Ire find 
that in July, 1550, a warrant was issued by the English Privy 
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Council to deliTer XX li. [twenty pound., sterling] unto 
PoTell the printer given him by the King’s Xajestie towards 
his setting up in Irelande.” Moving from “ the great toure 
b- the Crane” to a. residence in St. Nicholas Street on the 
sonth side of the River Liffey, Powell continued to carry on 
his business as a printer for  some fifteen years afrer 1551, and 
it is said that his productions were, from the tnographicd 
point of -i-iew, ‘‘ most creditable to the early Irish press.’‘ Ee
sides the Book of Common Prayer, three other spcimens of 
Pornell’s vork have come down to us, namely, two proclamations 
and a Brief Declaration of certain Principal Articles of 
Re1igion. 

The first proclamation-the forerunner of many another 
for which Dublin Castle was responsible-was against a per
sonage no less redoubtable than Shane O’Neill, J o h n  the Proud. 
Shane O‘Seill Fas one of the most formidable opponents that 
the English power ever encountered in  Ireland. For a long 
tiinr it was the fashion in  certain quarters to pretend to regard 
him as a half-savage, but the verdict of history has been very 
different. Deficient in personal morality, and lacking those 
qualities of long-suffering patience and powers of organization 
vhich were the essential characteristics of his great kinsman, 
Hugh O’Keill, Shane was nevertheless a skilled leader in the 
field, and he proved himself a fine administrator in time of 
peace. His father, Conn O’Neill, had been created Earl of 
Tyrone by Henry VIII, and had thereupon agreed to drop the 
title of The O’Keill, to which he had been duly elected, and at 
tho same time Conn’s son, Matthew-illegitimate at best and 
doubtfully Conn’sson at all-was created Baron of Dungan
non, with the right of succession to the Earldom of Tyrone. 
Both arrangements were extremely distasteful to the clan 
O‘Seill, and when Shane, one of Conn’s legitimate sons, grew 
to  man’s estate he determined to fight for his rights and the 
rights of his clan. I n  1551, in a dispute which arose between 
Conn and his son Matthew, Baron of Dungannon, the English 
took the side of Natthew, and carried off Conn to Dublin, 
vhere, though not actually imprisoned, he was kept, sorely 
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rc', for his head was published. It contCiiiii* 
d ~ ~ e d .but the date is fixed as beiiig June  

iiig letter in which the c 
found in rlie ~'111)lit Tiecord OEce, Lonclon, TI 

Inncl. Tnt l,rdi.11 ion was issuccl by the anriiorit) i i  ti,? 
Xigirt lLc1nl1ie. Ti1 arl of Susses, Lord Lycn t e i i a ~ tGelie 
of 1~e~::iitln jtli the assent of the Nobility and C O I I ~ C ~ . "  
&t the  C';br;e inlinination mas powerless at fii 51 t ,) 

i i ~ n r dcareer. IIis reply to it was to iiirilct a e i n ~ i i 
ing dcfeat on Susses and his army near Armagh. -hother  
dcvasti1.tion of the Yale was followed by an Linsucccssful artempt 
oil the par t  of Su>scxto havc Shane assassinated hy a qer-iant, 
on? S e a l  Gxy.  After this Shane refused to have any dcdings 
with Scs-ex, bui the Earl of Kildare, who wa3 bent to  IreianJ 
froill E;igland specially for the purpose, induced him to go :o 
London to si,'uinit the inattcrs in dispute to Elizabeth in  j)e:.son. 
guaraatcea beiap gi-ien for his safety. Iris spectacular appe:i:.
ance at :he English court accompanied by his ga!lo~-ig!zms has 
been oftcn d e s c r i b d  I I e  behaved with great dignitj- and e7 ca 
haughtiness, so that a courticr spoke of him as " O'Seill the 
Great, conqin of St. Patrick, friend to the Queen of England. 
eiiemy to all the world beside." Shane found that his snit did 
not make much progress, and he was detained i n  London. de-
spite his remonstrances, from January until Nay, 1562. The 
wonder is that he was allowed to get away at  all ; but the death 
of Brian, the young Baron of Dungannon, recently recognized 
as Earl  of Tyrone, made it good policy for Elizabeth and her 
adrisers to allow Shane to return home, on certain conditions. 
Once safe in his native fastnesses Shane set these conditions 
at nought, and proceeded to attack the surrounding chieftains. 
the allies of England, as vigorously as ever. Peace y a s  at 
length niadc in  1563, and Shane was confirmed in  the title 
of The O'Seill with unquestioned and supreme power in Ulstpr. 
During this peace he governed his territory so well that the 
Brehon !an- was acrively executed, robbery and rioleuce T-ieyp 

put don-a with a strong hand, commerce with the continent 
TvaG encouraged and developed, the land became fertile and pro-
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,jucriye once illore under the care of the hii-hricirnan, and ~uai iy  
,jrellers of the Pale migrated to Ulster for the grcntcr scciirity 
to he enjoFed in the territory of Thc o‘xd1. I:ut s h ~ 1 1 ~nas 
100 p~n-erfulfor a snbjcct. Sir  Henry Sitincy, n.110 WJT +rnt  
to Ireland as Deputy towards the end of 1565,- i m q  dcteniiincd 
to c-llsh him, and took active ~ncasiircsfor that object. The 
doTmfall of the northern chief was, h o w w r .  to  come from 
another quarter. On the shores of Loiigh Svilly in 1567 he 
Iuet his raterloo, being defeated with thc 103.; of : iOOO iricn by 
his ancient foes, the O’Donnell’s. F ~ o I l lthat strickcri 6cld he 
fled to  the protection of his somotirnc allies but more recent 
foes, the Scotch McDonnell’s of Antrim. They recoivcd him 
kindly at first, but the memory of the defeat he had inflicted 
on them at Glenflesk in 1565 still rankled in their bosoms, and 
in a brawl that arose O’Neill was set upon and done to death. 
His body, which had been flung into a pit, was afterwards 
disinterred by one Captain Piers, who cut off thc head, carried 
it to Dublin, and had it placed on a stake on Dublin Castle. 
Piers received the 1000 marks reward offered for Shnnc‘s head, 
and thus the proclamation, after so many years of turmoil, war, 
and slaughter, at length had its complete rcnlization. 

The second proclamation to which reference has been made 
mas issued by “ the Lords Justice and Counscll.” It bears datc 
August 16th, 1564, and was against ‘‘ the rcbcls of the O‘Con
nors.” It contains 78 lines, and it also is to be found in the 
Public Record Office, London. 

The last of Powell’s printing that v e  knov of is -4 Brefe 
Declaration of ceytein Principal1 Ar t ic les  of Religion; set out 
by order and aucthorit ie as well  of t h e  n’fiht 17onorablc Sir 
H e n r y  Sidney K n y g h t  of the mos t  noble order,  Lord presiddt 
of ihc Coacel in t h e  Pr inc ipal l i t i e  of V a l e s ,  tC Jfnrchcs of the  
s a w  and general depiitie of t h i s  Realme of Ireland, as by 
Tharckebyshops,  & Byshopas, & other  her  mnicstics I l ygh  Com
missionem for causes Ecclesiastical1 in t h e  smte  Reqlnte. The 
on17 copy of this pamphlet known to exist is to  be found in the 
library of Trinity College, Dublin. It contains eight unpaged 
leaves, and measures 7 by 5 9  inches. 
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TT-ith this Brief Declaration Humphrey Powell diqappears 
from rie-r, and we hear of him no more for ever. It is not 
to be si.ppg2ed, ho-rerer, that he mas idle betrreen 13.51 
2nd 13rj1, and again from 1561 to 1564 and from 1564 
to 1.566: the only assumption we can make is that ~~hhnt 
he pi intrd during tho>e apparently vacant period< hns cot 

j 1

E:IYT i \ -ed~ O m  n-rcrk that may with considerable coiijcct
i ~ r a l;robability be assigned to him is the printing of the 
Stntiitcs for Sir Henry Sidney, a task to which later x f e r 
ence rvill be made. 
-1XorB of a highly controversial type purports to have been 

printed at Eaterford during the reign of Mary in 1555. It 
r a s  wit ten by John Olde, an exile for the Protestant religion 
under Queen Xary, and bears for  title The acquital or purgation 
of t he  moost Catholyke Christen Prince, Edwarde the V I ,  Kyng 
of Englande, Fraunce, and Irelade, dc., and of the C h u r c h  
of Englande reformed and governed v d e r  him, agaynst a1 
suche as blasphemously and traitorously infame him or t h e  
sayd Church, of heresie 01’ sedicion. It is dedicated thus: ‘(To 
the nobilitie and to the reste of the charitable Christen lagtie 
of Englande, John Olde wisheth grace and mercy from Goii 
the Father; and from Jesus Christe the common and only 
Sareour of the rrorlde, with the gifte of perfite faithe and 
earnest repentaunce.” I t  is neatly printed in black letter, and 
has the quotations in italics. On the recto of the last leaf it has 
the following colophon in Roman type : Emprinted at  Vz.ate+ 
ford, the 7 daye of Sovembre, 1555. Ames and Dr. Cotton 
agree in the belief that, despite the colophon, this v-ork waq 
not printed at Waterford. The former leans to the opinion 
that it mas prirately printed in England, on the ground that 
he had no assurance that any press was set up so early at TTater
ford, and that it must have been as dangerous to  print such 
a book openly there, during Queen Mary’s reign, as in England. 
Dr. Cotton’s reason for the rejection of Waterford is simp1,v 
that he cannot claim for that city “so early an acquaintance 
with the mysteries of the art of printing.” Neither reasoning 
seems entirely satisfactory in face of the explicit statement con
tained in the book itself. 

3 
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J .  

servant in the early years of the nineteenth century. This 
statement is made on the authority of Dr. Cotton, the present 
\:Titer not haring hail the opportunity of personall- verif-ing it. 

Sir H c n r ~SidneF, who mas appointed Lord Deputy of 
Ireland in 1565, and who held the celebrated tumultuous Par
liament Khich assembled at Dublin in January, 1.568-9,ordered 
aE the statutes enacted in Ireland from their first institution 
du~mto his O T T ~time to be collected and printed. That this 
was done Tve hm-e proof in the Chronicles of Ireland, by TTon-el, 
printed in Holinshed, 1586, in which the writer says: 
‘(Thereas there mere manie good lawes and statutes estab
lished in the realme, which hitherto were laid up and shrouded 
in filth and cobwebs, and utterlie unknowne to  the most part 
of the whole land, and everie man ignorant in the lawes of 
his owne countrie, he [Sir Henry Sidney] caused a thorough 
vieiv, and a re.i.iem to be made, and then a choice of all good 
statutes as were most necessarie to be put in use and execu
tion; which, being done, he caused to be put in print, to the 
great benefit of that whole nation.” This collection of laws is 
assumed to hare been printed at Dublin during one of Sidney’s 
administrations. Of this, however, we cannot be quite certain, 
for no copy appears to be extant. I f  the printing was done in 
Dublin and early in Sidney’s Irish career, the printer was 
probably Humphrey Powell. 

This same TTowel, alias Hooker, who, by the was, was uncle 
to  the celebrated Richard Hooker, author of the Ecclesiastical 
Polity, made a most interesting compilation which appeared 
in 1572 mithout printer’s name or place of printing, but which, 
from certain internal evidence contained in the ‘(Epistle Dedi
catory,” is with some inherent probability thought to  hare been 
printed in Dublin. I t s  title is The Order and Usage of keep
ing of the Parlements in England, collected by John Vowel,  
alias Hooker, gentleman. Vowel had been a member of that 
disorderly Irish Parliament of 1568-9 to which reference has 
been already made. There was so much commotion and inter
ruption in the discharge of business for  want of order and 
regularity that a formal request was made to the Speaker for 

1 
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the rtformntion of conduct so unsceiiil>-. ’I1 1 ~CrcatlF li:irCiwd 
spenherp1c’”ised to do his best in t1Lc ii’J+l~’i-, : i ~ ~ r l .for t h t  
p u l I ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  TT it11 thetool; counsel with those n.ho \T CY(>  : I ~ t l l l t ~ l l l t ( ~ J  

1)roc~dureof the English I’arliaiiieiit. -\I111 j11q Tho-(. -17 ~~711

>uIted r a s  TTowel, who promised t o  i r ~ ~ ’ ~ ( ~fu l l  inq11ir7, and 
un&rtoo]c to  have the standing orders of thc EIigli;h Pnrlia
inent set forth in print. TT’ith that ~ n c lin \ i c ~ \ ,he crossed 
to  England, and was elected as a nieiiihcr for his nati \c city 
of Eseter to  the Parliament held at  ll-c\tmiiiqtcr in 1571. 
The result of his investigations was the book, the title of JThich 
has just been given. It is thus dedicated: To the right 
honorable his very good Lord, Sir TT’illiam Fitz-Killiain, 
Knight, L.deputye of Ireland, John  T’orvel alias I-Iookcr, with 
all humbleness and dne reuerikc, wishcth a happ7 si~cccsseand 
a prosperous gouernmGt to th’ cncrensc of Gotl’s honoiir in 
true Religion, the Queenes maiesties scmicc in tlnc obcdicnce, 
and the administration of the pnbliqiie wclth in Justice, 
Equitie, and Judgement.” The cledic‘ition is dntccl : ’’ The 
third of October, 1572.” H e  thus tells Fitz-IYillimi how lie 
proceeded to carry out his proinisc to the Speaker of t l ic Ir ish 
Parliament. “I thought i t  then a Inoste fit time for. the RC

quittall of my said promise, wherefore diligcntlg I did obscrm, 
consider and mark all mancr of oui~r::, m a p ,  r i t q  ccre
monies, and all other circumstlces, which cithcr I s a w  iyith 
eye, or found regestred among tho record:: of t h asscnibly 
[the English Parliament]. And ha\-ing written the saiiie : I 
did then confer with the exerriplars ant3 presidents of tliolde 
and ancient Parlemgts used in tymcs past rvith in  the said 
Realme of England, whereof I found two, the one was that 
vhich King Edgar (or as somc say, King Edvxrd the Con
fessor) used, thother, which was i n  use ill t i inc of IGg E d v a r d  
the first. The forme as we1 for antiquitie‘s s d x ,  as also for a 
presidEt to the good gouernnibt in tholde ;veers: I have ailncsed 
to  these presents, thother, i n  s6e things agreeable, and in many 
things disagreeable, both fr6 the first and the las t ;  I hare 
omitted. This which now is in use being it which is onely 
to be folowed and used.” Following the dedicatory epistle he 
sets do-1 “ T h e  olde and auncient order of keeping of the 

, 
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Parlement in England, used in the time of King Edward thc 
Confessor.” This recital occupies sixteen pages. Nest he 
sets down * ‘  The order and usage how to keep a Parlement in 
England in thece dayes, colected by John Vowel, alias Elooker, 
gentleman, one of the citizens for  the Cittie of Eseter, at the 
Parlement hclden at  Westminster, Anno Domini Elizuhethae 
Reginae decimo Tertio, 1571.” This disquisition runs to  
thirtr-one pages, and is reprinted verbatim in his Chronicles 
of IreZand, inserted in Holinshed, 1586. The whole book is a 
quarto. There is a copy in the British Museum, where its 
place of origin is given conjecturally as Exeter, and its date 
1575. 

The first font of Irish type used in  Ireland mas presented 
by Queen Elizabeth to John Kerney, Kearney, or O’Kearney, 
treasurer of St. Patrick’s Cathedral, Dublin. O’Ksarnep tells 
us himself that the type was provided “ a t  the cost of the 
high, pious, great, and mighty prince, Elizabeth.” From the 
Gtate Papers (Irish Series) we learn, under date December, 
1567, that the queen had expended a sum of 266. 13s. 4d. 
“for  the making of carecters for the testament in irishe,” 
and this was probably the set of type which she sent to  Ireland. 
At all erents, from the font presented to him by Elizabeth, 
O’Kearney caused to be printed at Dublin in 1571 a book 
which was entitled an Irish Alphabet and Catechism. Besides 
the Catechism and some prayers, it contained the elements of 
the Irish Language and Archbishop Parker’s celebrated “ Adver
tisements ” for church practices and ritual. ‘The title page is 
translated as f o l l o ~ sby Gertrude Burford Ravlings in her 
Story of Books (Kesv Pork, 1901):  

Irish Abhabet and Catechism. 
Precept or instruction of a Christian, together with certain articles of 
the Christian rule, w l ~ i c hare proper for everyone to adopt zcho would 
be submissire t o  t h e  ordinance of God and of the Queen in thi.9 King
dom; trunsluted from Zaiin and English into Irish by John O’Kea~ney .  

Awake,why deepest thou, 0 Lord? 

Arise, cuet 11s not o f f o r  ever. Ps. xliii, ver. 23. 


Printed in Irish in the town of the Ford of the Hurdle:, at the cost 
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of *linQier J o h n  Usher, alderman, at the head o j  t he  Bklqe, t h e  90th 

day o j  June, 1571. 

With the  privilege of the great Qi tee i i .  

1571. 

OnlF three copies of the ~ v o r kare ki10n~ito esi- t .  One is 
in the British MLiseliin, another in the Bodleian Librar?. ‘md 
the third in the Library of Lincoln Ca the thd .  10printer‘s 
name is given, but the printer was probably O‘I<earneF him-
self. O’Kearney was assisted in his ~ o r kof tramlation by 
his intimate friend and companion, Sicholas STalsh. n-ho a t  
the date mentioned was chancellor of St. Patrick’s, and n-ho 
rras consecrated bishop of Ossory in February, 1577, 

It is to be remarked that the font used in printing 
O’Kearney’s Irish Alphabet and Catechism is not entirely 
Irish, many of the letters being ordinary Roinan or Italian. 
This font continued to be used in several n-orks during the 
early years of the seventeenth century, and is found as la te  
as 1652 in Godfrey Daniel’s Christian Doctrine. -1s might 
naturally be expected, the Irish seminaries abroad had a better 
supply of Irish type. A new Irish type was cast in England 
by Xoxon and is said by Mores (Dissertations upon English 
Typographical Pounders and Foundries, London, 177s) to 
have been used for the first time in Bishop Bedel’s trans1at ’ion 
of the Old Testament in IGSG, but it n-ould appear that it 
was used at least five years earlier, in 11381, in the Irish trans
lation of the New Testament, which ~ v a sprinted by Robert 
Everingham at the charge of Robert Boyle, the great natural 
philosopher. 

-1propos of attempts to have a version of the Bible rnade for 
the use of those inhabitants of Ireland who iuiclcrstuocl only 
the native tongue, it may be of interest to note that O‘Iicarney 
and STalsh appear to have also collaborated in a translation 

4of the Kew Testament into Irish, for, in the records of the 
Acts of the Privy Council, under date Angust, 15S7, IVC find 
it stated that this joint work was then in existence in manu
script, but was never printed partly for want of suitable t n e  
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and sliilled printers and partly on acoiint of the coit. The 
conclusion TT-hich, on a review of all the fact.. siiggeqt' itself 
is that O'KearneF's Irish Alphabet  and Gatechicnz  rra; 13-kited 
p s  n t i i d  of the ~ E T Ttype, that the type was found ' *  inude l':?te 
for the larger ~vork;,and that for some reason there IT-;? a 
dificnlr? about supplying more or finding anyone tc~nn& - t t  

the pinting." Emce the delay in the appearance of an 1-i-h 
vxiion of thz Scriptures. 

I t  is generally supposed that the Irish AZphabet and C atc
chism \Tas the first book printed in Irish type, but this credit 
has also been claimed for Bishop Carswell's translation of the 
Scottish Prayer-Book, which was printed in Edinburgh in 
1667 b;v Roibearcl Lekprevik for the use of the Righlnnders 
of Scotland in a certain form of Gaelic which TI-as cominoiz 
at that period to  Ireland and Scotland. The type used, h o ~ 
ever, in this latter publication is not Irish or Gaelic but Roman. 
so that v e  seem justified in allowing O'Kearnep's work to hold 
its pride of place. 

T h e  did, hoLYever, appear in 15'11 a poem in ITish, which 
is therefore contemporary with the Alphabet und Catoclzism. 
Its place of origin was Dublin. It is a religious poem of 
224 stanzas of 8 lines each, printed in broadside in three 
parallel columns. ,sin original copy is preserved in the L i b r q 
of Corpus Christi College, Cambridge. This has been reprc
duced in photographie facsimile, and in that form may be 
inspected in the Sational Library of Ireland in Dublin and in 
the Librar;r of Trinity College, Dublin. The title has been 
thus translated by Xr. John McNeill, Vice-president of the 
Gaelic League: A poem this, b y  Philip, son of Conn Crossnclz, 
in w7rich is S ~ L O V Xt h e  Awful Description of the Day of Doom, 
and the Xnnner in which Christ will come t o  J u d g m e n t ,  und 
the K o r d s  H e  shall say thereat. The printer was probably 
Q'I<eariiey. 

I n  1687 one William Farmer, a " Chirurgion," n-rote 1112 
Alrnanack f o r  Ireland. There is some doubt as to vhether or 
not it v a s  printed in Dublin, as the copy in the Bodleian 

Story cf Books, p. 136. 
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11. SEVENTEENTHCENTURY. 

A r e r j  sad chapter of Irish history is made up of the erents 
of the seventeenth century. Presented to  our gaze in rapid and 
melancholy succession are the final defeat of the confederate 
Irish chieftains at the battle of Kinsale; the death of Red 
Hugh O’Donnell in  Spain; the devastation of the fair lands 
of Llster; the submission of Hugh O’Tu’eill, Earl of Tyrone; 
the flight of the Earls; the Jacobean plantation of Ulster; the 
stern rule of Wentworth, Earl of Strafford; the broken faith 
of Charles I ;  the atrocities on both sides which accompanied 
and followed the rebellion of 1641; the failure of the Confed
eration of Kilkenny; the terrible career of Cromwell in Ire-
land and the sickening scenes of the Cromwellian Settlement ; 
the religious troubles under Charles 11 ;  the battle of the 
Boyne and the other events of the Williamite war; and finally 
the drastic penal laws enacted against the Catholics of Ireland 
in the reign of William 111,to be continued with even increased 
severity in the reigns of Anne, George I, and George 11. 

Joined to the political and religious history are events of 
supreme economic and sociological importance. Thus, in ad
dition to the plantations of James I and of Cromwell, which 
are in a class by themselves and stand apart, we find most 
determined attempts made from time to time to root out the 
prosperity of Ireland, in the mistaken belief that it mas preju
dicial to the prosperity of England. Hence arose the enact
ments against the woollen trade in the reigns of Charles I and 
TTilliam 111; and the suppression of all exports from Ireland 
to the British colonies, and of the export of Irish cattle, sheep, 
and pigs to England, under Charles 11 ;  to be followed in later 
times by interference with the manufacture of and trade in 
gunpowder, silk, cotton, hats, iron and iron-ware, malt, and 
beer. The effects of these enactments in restraint of trade 

380 
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have been felt in many ways all through the ages d o n  even to 
O W  own time. One of their saddest and most ruinous conse
quences n-as to produce a great dearth of emplotmeat, n-hich 
in turn started that stream of emigration which has flowed on 
aliiiost without intermission ever since and has drained away 
a great part of the life-blood of the Irish nation. 

There are, hen-erer, some bright spots amid the gloom, TThich 
the gloom indeed heightens, but which on their part make 
the gloom seein darker still. Such are the victory of Owen 
Roe O’Seill over Xonroe and his Scots at Benburb ; the estab
lishnient of the linen trade by Wentworth and its development 
by Ormond; the heroic defence of Derry on the one side and 
of Limerick on the other ; the beginning of that movement for 
an Irish Ireland which, dimly foreshadowed by Sir J o h n  
Daries and Sir Richard Bolton, was voiced in no uncertain 
tones by William Xolyneux, was kept alive at different epochs 
by Ssyift and Lucas and Thomas Davis, was never allowed to 
die entirely out, and seems on the point of realization in our 

~O T day; and, lastly and chiefly, the loyal adherence and 
unmerving devotion which, despite bribe and threat and process 
of law and direst persecution, the great majority of the people 
of Ireland have ever displayed to the throne of re te r  and to 
their ancient faith. 

Many of the events to which reference has been made are 
faithfully reflected in the productions of the contemporary 
Irish press. 8 s  is naturally to be expected, printing in Ireland 
now began to  take a mider range. New printing presses were 
established in such centres as Dublin, Cork, Xilkennp, and 
TTaterford, and turned out not only proclamations, acts of 
parliament, and religious treatises, but also newspapers and 
works of greater literary pretensions. Any list that contains 
The Couatesse of Parnbroke’s Arcadia by Sir Philip Sidney; 
Spenser’s vie^ of t h e  Present State of Ireland; Ware’s M’Yiters 
of I re land;  Thomas Randolph’s Play of Aristippus, OY the 
Jocinll Plii losopher ; Henry Burnell’s Tragi-Comedy of L a n d -
gart7zn; Comley’s Poems; the Pompey of Xrs. Katherine 
Phillips, “ the Uatchless Orinda ” ; Ogilvie’s Translations of 
Virgil and Homer ; John Jones’s Elegies on the Earl of Xount-
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rath and Threnodia on the seventeenth Earl of Kildare ; Lemuel 
MatheIvs‘s Pindarique on Jeremy Taylor ;DrFden’s J I e d d ,  The  
Hilld and the Panther, and Threnodin Augustalis; Xra. hphra 
Behn’s Pindarick on the death of Charles I1; Jonathan Swift’s 
Pindarique Ode to Eing William I I I  t o  Congra tu la t e  l i im  on 
his GTeot Successes; Nahum Tate’s Ode on the Centenar? of 
the University of Dublin ; Charles Hopkina’s PoCI11, 1J.h i t c h u l l ;  
or t i l e  Court of England; George Wilkins‘s Clime of t h c  Stngg;  
Jalnes _lickin’s Londerias; Gilbert Burnett‘s E s n y  077 the 
Jlemory of the Late Queen [Mary, wife of William 1111; Kil
liam Xo1,meux’s Case of Ireland S ta ted;  and TYilliain Phil-
lips‘s Comedy of St. Stephen’s Green, or  t h e  Generous Lovers, 
can scarcely be said to be lacking in antiquarian, historical, 
political, or literary interest. 

History in the making can be seen in the countless procla
mations, declarations, acts of parliament, addresses from and 
to  sovereigns, and sermons on specified occasions that vere 
published in Dublin during the century. The bitterness of 
religious controversy can be judged in many cases from the 
very titles of the multifarious controversial books and pam
phlets which the student meets with in the course of his 
researches. Medical works prove that eren then doctors dif
fered, and that the quack was not wholly unknown in the land. 
Court poetry is well represented, and so are natural philosophy, 
astronomy, and astrology, while of the making of almanacs 
with prognostications of dread events to come there seems to 
have been no end. 
In Dublin alone some 1250 separate printed works nere 

issued between 1601 and 1700. These were not in English 
only, but also in Irish, Greek, Latin, French, Italian, Hebrew, 
and Telsh. Other centres were also fairly busy. Amid so 
bewildering a number and variety of publications it is obvious 
that within the limits of this article no exhaustive treatment 
can be attempted. All that can be done is to draw attention 
to anything that for any reason seems specially worthy of note 
or surrounded with peculiar interest. 

S s  we wound up the sixteenth century with a proclamation, 
SO, in 1601, we begin the seventeenth with another, and procla-
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mations are found “ as thick as leaves in Vallombrosa ” all 
through the hundred years we are now considering. Xaturally 
enough, these are directed mainly against the political enemies 
of the gorernment, but many of them are also concerned Kith 
6UCh subjects as Defective Titles, Grants to ‘*Undertakers,” 
the Customs, Rates on Ale and “ Bier,” the Raising of Monies 
for His Najesty’s Annie, the Regulation of Wages, the Stand
ard of Coin. the Destruction of Wolves, and even the Ringing 
of Sn-ine. It is perhaps needless to state that there are sweral 
proclamations concerning the banishment of Priests and Jesuits, 
the ‘‘ Catholicks ” of Ireland, the removal of Popish Rccusants 
from Dublin, the Suppression of Popery, Papists, and Popish 
Titulars. The spirit of these latter proclamations is that which 
animated Cromwell when he said to Colonel Taaffe at Ross: 
‘‘ If by liberty of conscience you mean a liberty to exercise the 
Xass, i t  is best to use plain dealing, and to let you know, that 
where the Parliament of England have power, that will not 
be allo1Ted of.” Vain threat, vain prophecy! 
In 1602William Daniel1 or O’Donnell, afterwards Protestant 

Archbishop of Tuam, who was one of the first (‘scholars” 
of the newly established Trinity College and also one of its 
first elected Fellows, published at Dublin an Irish translation 
of the New Testament mainly at the expense of Sir William 
Ussher, and in 1608 at his own expense an Irish translation 
of the Book of Common Prayer. The type used was that which 
had been employed in the Irish Alphabet and Catechism in 
1571. I n  the New Testament O’Donnell utilised the earlier 
labors, already alluded to, of Eearney and Walsh, and he also 
had the help of Nehemiah Donnellan, his own predecessor in 
the Archbishopric of Tuam. His principal assistant was, how-
ever, one Murtagh King, who, despite some aspersions cast at 
a later period on his attainments by personages in high places, 
seems to have been a sound Irish scholar. King not only col
laborated in this translation of the New Testament bur also, 
in extreme old age, assisted in the translation into Irish of the 
Old Testament, which, after many delays and much bitterness 
of controversy, finally appeared at London in 1686. 

The history of this latter translation is fairly interesting. 

I 
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Ti l l iam Bedell, an  Englishman by birth, and a distinguished 
scholar arid theologian, was Provost of Trinity College, Dublin, 
froin 1627  to 1629, when he was appointed Bishop of the united 
dioceses of Kilmore and Ardagh. Finding the great preva
lence of the Irish tongue throughout his sees, he set to  work, 
though then sixty years of age, to learn that language. He 
appears to have had considerable linguistic capacity, for he had 
previously translated the Book of Comnion Prayer into Ita1‘ian. 
He studied Irish to good effect also, and in  1631 he published 
at Dublin The  A. B. C., or the Imfitrition of a Ch  
small octavo pamphlet, of sixteen pages, in English and Irish 
in parallel columns. I n  1634 at a Convocation held in Dublin 
he brought forward the question of having an Irish yersion of 
the Old Testament made. The proposal was supported by 
Usher, then Archbishop of Armagh and Primate of Ireland, 
but was opposed by Bramall or Bramhall, bishop of Derry, 
as being dangerous to the state and in  contravention of the 
old Irish statutes in force against the use of the Irish language. 
Bedell’s side, however, gained the day. I n  the follo-ving Fear 
there was printed by the Society of Stationers, King’s Printers 
at  Dublin, the Constitutions, and Canons Eccllesiasticall Treated 
upon by the Archbishops, and Bishops, and t h e  rest of the 
Cleargie of Ireland A n d  agreed upon with the Xing’s Xajesties 
license in their Synod begun at Dublin Anno. Dom. 1634 
And in the yeare of the R a i p e  of our Soveraigne Lord Charles, 
King of England, Fraunce, and Ireland, Defender of the Faith, 
the tenth. A n d  now published for the due observation of them 
by his Sfajesties Authoritie under the Great Seale of Ireland. 
The Canons authorized among other things the provision of a 
Bible and two Prayer Books in  Irish in those districts in vhich 
the majority of the people did not speak English, and ordered 
the service of the day to be conducted in  the language of that 
majority. There was, however, still opposition to  the proposed 
publication of the Old Testament in  Irish from several bishops, 
from Archbishop Laud of Canterbury, then Chancellor of the 
University of Dublin, and even from Lord Deputy TTentvorth 
himself. Under these circumstances Bedell determined to carry 
out the work on his own account and at his osvn expense, but 
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it vas a long and arduous task, and before he could bring it 
to  publication the storm of the rebellion of 1641 burst, and soon 
after Eedell died (1642). In the history of this terrible time 
nothing is more touching than the protection afforded to  this 
good Protestant Bishop and his friends by his Catholic neigh
bours during his lifetime and the veneration which the- shon-ed 
for him on his death. His manuscript translation of the Old 
Testament came into the hands of the Rev. Dr. Shericlan, in 
\Those house he died; from him it passed to Jones, bishop of 
Neath; and finally, as already stated, it was printed at London 
through the instrumentality of the Hon. Robert Boyle and of 
Archbishop Karcissus Marsh. 

Another Churchman of a somewhat different type next claims 
our attention. The figure of Primate Usher looms large in the 
history of Ireland during the first half of the seTenteenth 
century. He is one of the glories of Protestantism. TT’hen 
Samuel Johnson was asked by the ever-inquisitive Boswell what 
he thought of the Irish church, his reply was: “ Swift was a 
man of great parts, and the instrument of much good to  his 
country. Berkeley was a profound scholar, as well as a man 
of fine imagination; but Usher was the great luminary of the 
Irish church; and a greater no church could boast of, at least 
in modern times.” I n  the opinion of a recent writer (D’Alton, 
History of Ireland, K e v  York, 1907), Usher (( stands on a 
level with Colgan and Lynch and Wadding, and [is] not 
unworthy to rank even with Duns Scotus ;and when he died he 
left in his own Church neither an equal nor a second.” 

James Usher (or Ussher), 1581-1656, Archbishop of Armagh 
and Primate of Ireland, was born in Dublin, and was one of 
the earliest students of Trinity College, which he entered at 
the age of thirteen, the year after its foundation; he was its 
second “scholar” and its eighth elected Fellow, and subse
quently declined the dignity of being its Provost. Consecrated 
bishop of Meath in 1621, he was advanced to the see of Srmagh 
in 1625. During those events in the reign of Charles I which 
led up to the English Civil War-the Great Rebellion, as Clar
endon called it--Usher occupied what was in those days the 
anomalous position of being a royalist in politics but a Calvinist 
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in creed. Like other Calvinists of that era he was narrow in 
his religious views. H e  was specially hard on Catholicism. 
In a sermon before the Lord Deputy (Faulkland) in 1682 and 
again in 1626 in the Bishops’ protest, d r a m  up by him, 
against toleration for Catholics, he showed a bigotry which 
consorted badly with his reputation as a scholar. Hence he was 
a persona ~1011,grata to those who professed the ancient religion, 
an(-rvhen the Irish rebellion of 1641 broke out he inspired very 
different feelings from those inspired by the amiable and toler-
an1 Ecdell. Usher was in England at the time, engaged in 
the futile task of trying to accoinrnodate the divisions of opinion 
between Charles I and the English parliament, and so his person 
escaped violence, but nearly all his property, except his books, 
was destroyed by the infuriated insurgents. S o r  did he return 
any more to Armagh, but spent the remainder of his life in 
England. 

This remarkable man was the author of several notable 
works-some forty in all-of which six, three in Latin and 
three in English, appear to have been printed and published 
in Dublin. 13s  great treatises on chronologp, on which his 
reputation was in his own time to a large extent based, Tvere 
published at Leyden, London, Paris, and Osford. His chron
ology had the honor of being adopted fo r  the authorized version 
of the Bible, and was printed in the margin of its reference 
editions. His Dublin-published works are A Discourse of ths 
Religion anciently Professed b y  the Irish and British, 1622; 
An Answer t o  a Challenge made by a Jesuite in Ireland, 1624; 
Gotteschalchi et Praedestinatianae ContTocersiae a6 eo  motae, 
Historia, Una cum duplici  ejusdem confessione nunc primurn in 
lucem edita,  1631 ; Vetewm Epistolarum Hibemicarum Syl
loge;  Quae partim ab Hibernis, partim ad Ilibernos, partim de 
Hibernis uel rebus Hibernicis sunt conscriptae, 1632 ; Imman
uel, or a Treatise on  the Incarnation, 1638 ; and Britannicamm 
Bcclesiarum Antiquitates et  Primordia, 1639. 

The Discoume is a controversial work designed to shorn that 
the ritual and discipline of the church as originally established 
in the British Isles were in agreement with the Church of Eng
land and opposed to the Church of Rome on the matters in 
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he himself tells lis, of 344 leaves. One tradition is that this 
Book xyas the property, and even the ~vorli,of St. Colmnha, and 
svas presented by him in the year 650 to the monastery of Iiells. 
&other and more probable opinion is that it belongs to the 
seventh century. This beautifully-illuminated inaniiscript
the admiration and the despair of antiquarians-is a book of 
the Gospels in Latin written on vellnrn. ,%long with the re
mainder of Usher’s manuscript collection it m s  handed over 
to  Trinity College, Dublin, in 1661, and to this day it reuains 
one of the most treasured possessions of the noble library of 
that institution. 

X friend and prot6g6 of Usher’s was Sir James Tare. 
Among the Irish writers of the seventeenth century TTare holds 
a most conspicuous place. The Camden of Ireland ” was the 
title given him by Bishop Nicholson. To those who know the 
full meaning of it this appellation is the highest praise. So r  
was it undeserved. Ware was an indefatigable worker, who 
joined to the occupations of public office an ardent interest in 
antiquarian lore. 

Born in Dublin in 1594 and educated in Trinity College, 
TTare early developed a taste for antiquarian pursuits, in which 
he was encouraged by Usher, by Daniel Molpeus,  the Ulster 
King-at-Arms, and by Sir  Robert Cotton, founder of the 
celebrated Cottonian library, now in the British Xuseum. 
Knighted in his father’s lifetime, F a r e  succeeded him as dudi
tor-General of Ireland in 1632, and held various other high 
offices under Charles I. During the Commonwealth he was 
exiled on account of his well-lmown Royalist principles, but on 
the Restoration he obtained splendid appointments, and had 
the honor of declining both a baronetcy and a peerage, prefer-
ring to remain a simple Knight. One spIendid trait in his 
character is that he stuck loyally to the Earl of Strafford in 
his doTr-nfall and vigorously defended him during the debates 
on his impeachment. Another is that, in an age of bitterness 
and acrimony, he displayed a creditable toleration. I-Ie died in 
lCGG, and was buried in St. Werburgh’s in his native city. 

The v-orks which he published are nionumeiits of research. 
The first is dated 1626, and is entitled d1.chiepiscoporzii-/2 Cnssi-
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Zieizsium e t  Tunmeiisium Vitae; duobus expressae Commeiztai-i
olis. Qiiibus nd j i e i tu i .  historia coenobiorum Cisterciensiu7n 
Hzberniae. This was followed in 1628 by the De Prnesulibus 
Lngeniae  sire Pix r i m i a e  Dubliniensis Liber Unus. These tn-o 
books Irere united into one and published in 1665 as De Prae
siil ibus II i b e m  ine.  c‘o iiimentarius. A prima Gentis H ibernicne 
ad E’ideiii Cli r idinriain Conversione ad Nostra usque T e n ~ p o r n .  
I n  1639 he published iv-hat is perhaps his best lin0Tv.n TTorli, 
namely, the De Scripto7.ibu.s Hiberniae Libri Duo. Pi-ior con
tinet Ecyiptores in 2i-ibernia natos; posterior scriptores alios 
qui in IIibernia munem aliqua obierunt. I n  1668 appeared 
his Rerunz Hibernicarunz Heni-ico Octavo Regnante Annales. 
Sunc primunz editi,  a work which was expanded in 1664 into 
Rerum Hibernicarum Annales, Regnuntibus Henrico V I I ,  
Henyico V I I I ,  Edward0 V I ,  et  Maria, Ab anno scil. Domini 
&iccccLxxxv,ad annum MDLVIII. H e  brought out in the same 
pear Venerabilis Bedae Epistolae Duae, necnon Vitae Bbbatum 
TT’ireinuthensium et  Girwiensium. Accessit Egberti Archie
piscopi Eboracensis Bedae aequalis Dialogus, De Ecclesiastica 
Institutione. 

Among TT’are’s other services to literary history was his 
publication in 1633 of Spenser’s prose work, A View of the 
Present State of Ireland. Discoursed by way of a Dialogue 
betweene Eudoxus and Irenaeus. I n  the same year he again 
issued Spenser’s View together with Edmund Campion’s History 
of Ireland, Xeredith Hanmer’s Chronicle of Ireland, and Henry 
Xarleburrough’s Chronicle, all in one volume. This work of 
Spenser’s, which was written in 1596, had lain in manuscript 
among Usher’s papers, and was now for the first time given 
to the world. The principles therein laid down have been often 
condemned as not being by any means in keeping with the spirit 
which should have animated the gentle poet. It must always be 
remembered, however, that Spenser was himslf an under-
taker ” or planter, haying received the considerable grant of 
3028 acres out of the confiscated Desmond Estates, and that, 
true to the instincts of his Anglo-Saxon forbears who had ex
pelled the Britons froin all the fertile lands of England, he 
1 G G k C d  iipon liclalld ~ i i dthe fullness thereof as the peculiar 
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propert7 of the English invaders. As the Saxon sea-rovers did 
not concern themselves about the feelings of the expelled Britons, 
60 in this dialogue Spenser did but give expression to  the idea 
that STMS at that time axiomatic in  his race, that the ' *  nieere 
Irish " did not count, that everything should be arranged in the 
interest of the ruling class. " Vue rict is  and to the concjuer
ors the spoils " would appear to have been his motto. In  Ire-
land in the sixteenth century this was a short-sighted poliey; 
but it ZL'US the policy, and from it arose the basic blunder n-hich 
underlies his whole argument. His twin remedies for Irish 
disaffection are starvation and the sword. K i t h  10,000 foot 
and 1000 horse to establish garrisons and derastate the country, 
he guarantees to lay Ireland, quiet and submissive, at the feet 
of Elizabeth in a year and a half. His scheme also provides 
for the transplantation of those rebels who come in " and the 
killing off of those who don't, the planting of English ad-
venturers and soldiers in  their stead, and the abolition of the 
native language, customs, and dress. Some of his devices were 
adopted mith a vengeance in the reign of James I and during 
the Protectorate of Cromwell. 
' The equanimity with which Spenser contemplates the re

duction of Ulster to the state in  which he himself had seen 
Nunster after the crushing of the Desmond rebellion is enough 
to make the blood boil. What that meant he does not leave to 
the imagination, but tells us in language that to this day has 
not lost its sting. " The end (I assure me)," he tells us, '' wil 
be very shorte, and much sooner then can be (in soe greate a 
trouble, as it seemeth) hoped for, allthough there should none 
of them fall by the swoorde, nor be s l a p e  by the souldiour, 
Set thus being kept from manuraunce, and theyr cattell from 
running abrode, by this harde restraynte they would quickly 
consume themselves, and devoure one another. The proof 
wherof I sawe sufficiently ensampled in those late marres in 
Xounster ; for notwithstanding that the same was a most riche 
and plentyfull countrey, full of corne and cattell, that you Lvould 
have thought they would have been able to stand long, yet ere 
one yeare and a halfe they were brought to such wretchedness, 
as that any stonye harte would havo rued the same. Out of 
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I erer? corner of the woodes and glinnes they came creeping 
1 foorrhe u p o n  thej r handes, for theyr legges coulcl not beare 
1 	 thein: the>- looked like anatomyes of death, the>- spalie like 

ehostea cr+tg out of theyr graves; they did eate of the dead 
carrions. hap117 were they yf they could finde them, yea, :ind 
one another eovne after, insoeinuch as the very carcasses they 
qiarecl not  to  scrape out of theyr graves; and yf they foundc a 
plotte of m t e x r e s s e s  or sham-rolres, there they flocked as to 

for the time, vet not able long to continue thereivithall ; 
that in shorte space there mere none allmost left, and a most 
populous and plentyfull countrey suddaynly made voyde of 
inan or beast: yet sure in all that warre, there perished not 
many by the swoorde, but all by the extremitye of famine which 
they themselves had wrought.” 

His true inFardness can be further judged from the elaborate 
defence which he puts up for Lord Grey in the matter of the 
massacre of the 900 Spaniards and Italians at SmervicB, 
which was in reality one of the most barbarous and indefensible 
atrocities recorded in  the annals of war. 
On education and o n  agricnltural problems his TTiews w r e  

sound. H e  unconsciously bears testimony to the absorbent 
powers of the Irish race-those qualities which had made the 
great Anglo-Sorman f amilies settled in Ireland Hibemicis ipsis  
Ilibemiores-by his eagerness to prohibit fosterage and inter-
marriage between the English and the Irish. A Gaelic Leaguer 
of to-day could derive a strong argument in favour of the revical 
of the Irish language from Spenser’s anxiety to  have it sup-
pressed as one important step towards the denationalisation of 
the inhabitants of Ireland. “ T h e  speache being Irish,” he 
says, the harte must needes be Ir ish;  for out of the abound
amce of the harte the tonge speaketh.” H e  gives his quota of 
praise to the bravery of the Irish soldier as follows: “ I  hare 
heard some greate rarriours say, that, in all the services which 
they had seene abroade in forrayne countreys, theF never sawe 
a more comely horseman then the Irish man, nor that cometh 
011 more brawl? in his charge.” And again, spcakiug of 
g~llowglassc~and kerns, the Irish foot-soldiers, he says, ‘’ They 
are rer? raliaunt and hardye, for the most part great endurours 
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of cold, labour, hunger, and all liardine... very active and 
strange of hand, very swift of foote, ~ e r yvigilaunt and cir
cnmspect in their enterprises, very p ent 111 p c r r L ,  T ery 
great scorners of death.” 

The Bards he also would suppress. ,111~1Fet he finds some 
good in  them. Eudosus having a s l d  if there is any art in 
their compositions or if there is anything TF i t t y  or well SJ\ oured 
a3 poems should be, Irenaeus replies: I ’  l-ea trnlv:  I haw 
cililqecl diverse of them to  be translated nilto iiic that I ::light 
uriderstand them ; and surely they s a ~oured of sweete ivitt 
and good inyention, but skilled not of the goodly oriiniiieiits 
of Poetrye : yet were they sprinckleci with ~ 0 1 1 1 ~ ‘prety flowers 
of theyr owne iiaturall devise, which gave good grace and 
comliiiess unto them, the which it is grcntc pittye to  see soe 
abiised, to  the gracing of wickedness and vice, Jvhich vould with 
good usage serve to beautifye and ndorne wr tue .”  
*I final point to be noted in Spcnser’s Ilinlogm is the dis

tinction he d r a w  between the conduct of the Catholic priests 
and that of the Protestant clergy. “ I t  is greate wonder,” he 
says, “ t o  see the oddes which is betwene the zeale of Popish 
preistes, and the Ministers of the Gospell; for they spare not 
to come out of Spayne, from Rome, and from Rhemes, by long 
toyle and daungerous travel1 hither, where they knowe perrill 
of death aivayteth them, and noe rewarde nor richess is to be 
founde, onelp to draw the people to thc Church of Rome; 
whereas some of our idell Ministers, having n waye for credit 
and estimation thereby opened unto them, and having the 
livinges of the countrey offered them, without paynes, and 
without perrill, will neither for the same, nor for any lore of 
God, nor zeale of religion, nor for all the good they might doe 
by miming of soc many sowles to God, be dramen foorth from 
theyr marme nests and theyr sweetc loves side to looke out into 
Godes harvest, which is even readye for the sickle, and all the 
fieldes yellon- long agoe: doubtless those good old godly Fathers 
[St. Patrick and St. Columba] will (I feare me) rise up in 
the Dave of Judgement to condemne them.” 

A quaint Dublin pnblication of 1630 is JI i isamnz Lnchry-
7izae; sice elegia Co l lq i i  Snnctae et  Indiciduae Trinitatis Juzta 
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DubIirz : iib O ~ ~ i t i l i HIlllistPissimae et  Religiosissimae Heroinae 
Cat]ian’i?ne c01)lifiSSaC roI’cagiae vxoris Honor&sii?li Ri-
ClLardi, Corn itis Co1.ci1giac. ‘ I L ~ Z Z I Sex Primariis Iusticia,.iis totius 
Regni  �Iybeixiirc.  These tears of the muses were shed in the 
fmli of brief p o w i ~in Latin, Greek, and Hebrew, and longer 
plyrub in Engli;h, to I)cn.ail the death of the second TTife of 
Richard Bu~1~3,the grc:lt Earl of Cork.” This l ad1  had the” 

distinction of being the mother of sixteen children, of ~1101110112 
~ r a stile r cnc l~~  scieniist, arid theologian. the 13011.wil > t u i l c ~ ~ t ,  
Robert T3o\Ic, a fonudcr of the Royal Society, and another was 
that Earl of Orrery who, as Lord Broghill, had a distinguished 
military CRI’PCY in Ireland on the side of the Parliament, 
but who nl’tern-:irds took a leading part in the restoration of 
Charles 11. 
1melancholy interest attaches to the anonymous Tvork pub

lished at Dnblin in 1 6 6 1  entitled The l‘ryal and Condemnation 
of Dr.Ol i rcr  Plu,ih.cl‘t.Yii i i lar P i h a t e  of Iivlaizd, fGT High 
Taason -if [ h e  13a1.i. of {he  Court of Xing’s Bench at T’?est
minster in Trinity Term 1681. Oliver Plunkett-clmum ed 
Tenerabile ?iomen--Jv:is thc Inst, but by no means the least, of 
the victiiu of the popular frenzy produced by the strong anti-
Catholic feeling ir-hich prerailed in England towards the end 
of the serenth decade of the seventeenth century, and vhich 
reached its cliiiias in the infanious invention of the ‘‘ Popish 
Plot” bp Titus Oates. I n  England while the fury lasted 
the Catholics were subjected to every indignity. They vere 
hooted, hissed, insulted, mobbed. Two thousand of them were 
thrown into prison and many of them, after trials rrhich vere 
a mocker? of justice and a disgrace to civilization, perished on 
the scaffold. Nacaulay thus describes the state of feeling which 
prevailed in those dark and evil days of 1618-1680: ‘‘ The 
capital and the -ivvh& nation went mad with hatred and fear. 
The penal l a m ,  which had bcgiin to lose something of their 
edge, were shnrlxned anew. Everywhere justices viere busy 
in searching houeps  and seizing papers. A11 the gaols WXV 

filled with Papiq;.  I m d o n  had tho aspect of a city in a 
state of sicge. The tyainb:lnds were under arms all night. 
Preparations v e T p  iiiadc for barricading the great thorough-
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fkires. Patrolh marched up and down the sweets. Cannou 
Ti-ere planted round Whitehall. No citizen thought himaelf 
safe unless he carried under his coat a small flail loaded with 
lead to brain the Popish assassins . . . . Soon, from all the 
brothels. gambling-houses, and spunging houses of London, false 
ritnesses pourecl forth to swear away the lives of Roniaii Catho
lics . . . . The juries partook of the feelings then coiiiinon 
throughout the whole nation, and were encoilraged bF the bench 
to indulge those feelings without restraint. The multitude ap
plauded Oates and his confederates, hooted and pelted the Kit
nesses who appeared on behalf of the accused, and shouted 
with joy vhen the verdict of Guilty was pronounced.” 

Xeedless to  say, the persecution did not fail to Tisit Ireland. 
Priests were ordered to leave the country, convents and churches 
were closed, Catholics were expelled from Galway, Limerick, 
Waterford, and other Irish cities. But a conspicuous victim 
was needed. Oliver Plunkett, Catholic Archbishop of Arinagh, 
was closely related to many aristocratic families, to Lord Louth 
and Lord Dunsany, Lord Roscommon and Lord Fingal. He 
was a man of saintly life, imbued with great zeal for religion, 
animated by a desire beyond the ordinary for the promotion 
of virtue among his flock. H e  was loyal to  the reigning mon
arch and to the English connection. Yet this man was arrested 
in 1679, thrown into prison in Dublin Castle, and brought to 
trial at Dundalk in 1680 on a charge of high treason. This 
man of peace was accused of being in traitorous correspondence 
with the French King, of having visited personally every port 
and fort in the kingdom, and of having organized in Ireland 
an Lrmy of 70,000 men! So absurd were these charges, and 
SO bad was the character of the witnesses against him, that the 
Dundalk jury, composed exclusively of Protestants, scouted the 
case out of court, and it seemed likely that the intended victim 
mould escape. But this did not suit the purpose of the party 
of bigotry and bloodshed. The Primate was dragged to London 
and tried once more. Time was not given him to produce his 
witnesses from Ireland, the witnesses whose perjuries were re
jected at Dundalk were hailed with acclamation before the Lon-
don tribunal, and Plunkett, tried in this manner, was sentenced 
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to  death, and executed at Tyburn on the 11th of July, 1681. 
His one crime was to be a Catholic in a distinguished position 
at a time when prejudice against his creed ran high. That he 
v a s  jiidiciall? miirdered no one has ever had art? doubt. That 
he died a niartTr for  his faith is the belief of ever? Catholic, 
and the steps recently taken in Rome towards his canonization 
pro7 e that there are good grounds for that belief. 

Another distinguished Irishman of this centiir- vas  TT’illiam 
lIolJneiis. Born in Dublin and a graduate of Trinitj- College, 
he ;Tau a n  excellent iiiatheinatician and scientist, being specially 
devoted to  astronomy. In IGSG he published at Dublin his 
X c i o t I i e i i c 7 i m  l e l c scop icwnz ;  OY a N e w  Con t r i cance  of Adapting 
a l’elcscope 10 ( I H  Ilorizo,ital Dial f o r  obsevving Tho iMoment of 
Time by D a y  o r  S i g h t ,  Gsef u1 in all  Astronomical Observations, 
dc.; and in 1G92 nt London his Llioptr ica Noca, which proved 
a godsend to the opticians of that day. H e  was a friend of 
John Lockc, and is even credited with having suggested many 
of the improvements that appeared in the second edition (1695) 
of Locke’s Essay Concern ing  t h e  Human Understanding. I n  
1692 Xolj-neiis Tvas elected to the Irish Parliament as repre
sentative of the Cniversity of Dublin. Although he approred 
of the Revolution of 1685 and was in  favor of Protestant 
ascendancy and even of the penal laws, he had several of the 
qualities which go to make up an Irish patriot. I-Ie took a very 
decided stand on the question of the parliamentary relations 
between England and Ireland. The Irish woollen manufac
tures appear to have recovered from the prohibition of Went
morth in the reign of Charles I to such an extent that towards 
the end of the seventeenth century the magnitude of the expor
tation of Irish woollens alarmed the English manufacturers, and 
they petitioned the House of Lords on the subject. The Lords 
in turn petitioned King William 111, and the King promised 
to I‘ do all in his power to discourage the woollen manufactures 
of Ireland.” Accordingly in 1698 there was passed in Eng
land an Act to prohibit the sending of manufactured woollen 
stuffs from Ireland to any country except England, and to 
England through only one or two ports, and then even at a 
prohibitive tariff. This Act mas designed to destroy, and did 
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destroy, the Irish woollen trade. When it was brought up for 
re-enactment in the Irish Farliament, the only member to raise 
his voice in protest was Molyneux, and the iniquitous meamre 
went through. 

3 f o l p e u s  had already given much attention to  the en
croachments of the English on the Irish Parliament; but 
this Tras the climax. Taking a stand stronger than that 
talien by Sir Richard Bolton at an earlier period and similar 
to that taken by Grattan and Flood in a later day, 3Iolj-neus 
asserted in his celebrated book, The Case of Ireland being 
bound by A c t s  of Parliament in England Stated, published at 
Dublin in 1698,  that it was unconstitutional for the English 
Parliament to force legislation on Ireland, and in proof of 
his contention he instanced several Irish Acts that expressly 
asserted the non-subordination of the Irish to the English legis
lature. This book, received in Ireland srith a chorus of ap
plause, was brought before the English Parliament, and, 
although no attempt was made to deny its statements or rebut 
its reasoning, it was condemned in its entirety as subrersix 
of the rights of the British assembly. I t  was further ordered 
to be burned by the common hangman, and thus its reputation 
was for ever assured. Had not Molyneux died in the same year 
at the early age of forty-two, there is scarcely a doubt that 
impeachment would have been his fate. There was no one to 
take up the question after his death, and the claims of the 
English Parliament were so far from being one jot abated that 
they were specifically asserted in the Sixth of George I (1719). 
So, despite protests from Swift and Lucas, the matter rc
mained, until, in 1782, the arguments of Grattan and the Con
vention of the Irish Volunteers at Dungannon wrung from the 
Rockingham administration the repeal of the Sixth of George I, 
the annulment of Poyning's Law, and the restoration of the 
right of the Irish lords to hear appeals,. and thus established, 
though only for a brief period, an independent Irish parliament. 

Newspapers began to make their appearance in Ireland in 
this century. The first mentioned is one entitled Warranted 
Tidings from Ireland, published in 1641, but whether it mas 
printed there or not is doubtful. The earliest periodical which 
Tve know with certainty to have been published in Ireland mas 
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xulllberOne of The Irish Nonthly Mercury, printed at Cork 
in 1649. It contains valuable information concerning the 
II1oyelllellts of the army of the Parliament. Strictly partisan 

entirely on Cromwell’s side, it is written in  rac? style and 
i j  not n-holly free from certain Rabelaisian touches. -1mong 
the earliest Dtlblin periodicals are The Newslefier, 1659 ; A n  
dccotl?lt of t he  C‘hicf Occurrences of Ireland, 1660 ; the J lercu
rius Hibernicus,  or the Irish Intelligencer, a reeli lv paper, 
1663; The Dublin Intelligence, 1690; The Flying Post, or 
the  Postmaster, 1698;  and Pue’s Occurrences, a daily paper, 
1700. 

That printing was carried on at Cork as early as the middle 
of the century me have T h e  Irish Morbthly Jiercury as proof. 
TTe also find that there was printed in that city on the 25th 
of February, 1649-50, Certaine Ac t s  and Declarations innde b y  
the Ecclesiasticall Congregation of the Ardibishops, Bishops 
and other Prelates met at Clonrnaclzoise the 4 day of D e w .  1G49. 
Together d h  a Declaration of the Ld .  Lieut. of Ireland, &c. cCc. 
This pamphlet was reprinted in Dublin in the same year. 
Another Cork publication was the duodecimo rolurne Iniquisitio 
in fidem Christianorum hujus saeculi, auctore Eogero Boyle, 
Decano Corcagiensi. Corcagiae, 1664. Among the prominent 
figures of the two exciting decades ending in  1 6 6 1  mas Dr. 
Edrrard Ti’orth, who, from being Dean of Cork, became an 
Independent minister in that city and in Waterford, and mound 
UP as Bishop of Killaloe. I n  1653, after a public disputation 
on the subject of infant baptism, he published at Cork a pam
phlet entitled Scripture Evidences for Baptizing of I n f a n t s  of 
Covenanters. He also published at  Cork a sermon preached 
at thc funeral of Richard Boyle, Archbishop of Tuain, and at 
Dublin a sermon preached at  the funeral of Chief Justice 
PepJs, the latter under the title of The Servant doing and t h e  
Lord Blessing, 16%. 

Turning to other centres we find that both at STaterford and 
xilkenny the Confederates established printing presses, and 
that both appear to have been actively employed. In fact, Dr.  
Conor in his Columbanus tells us that the nnncio‘s presses at 
ra te r ford  and Kilkenny teemed with publications. In 1643 
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one Thomas Oourke styled himself printer to the confederate 
Catholics cf Ireland. The best known of the early nwrks 
printecl I t  Iiilkenny is the Nibernia D o v z i ~ ~ i c n i l aby Thomas 
I)e B u r p  or Burke, but that belongs to the eighteenth century. 

A sermon preached by Robert Daborne in IT-aterford on the 
test froin Zech. XI. 7, " And I took unto me tn7-o staves : the one 
I callei! ZeTiuty, and the other Bands ; and I fed the flock," nTas 
puLlishec! in 1620 with a dedication to the Earl  of Thonioiid, 
Lori1 Piesiclent of Munster. An answer to  this TTPS printed a t  
the confederate press at Waterford in 1644 under the title 
A12 Inpisiiioiz of a sermon preached in the Cathedral Church 
of the ci ty  of Waterford in February, 1619. The following 
is the imprimatur prefixed to the latter work: dppmbatio.  
Librum hunc cui titulus " The Inquisition of a Sermon, dc." 
a E .  P. Fr. P. C. Ordinis Eremi tarum S.Augustini, e t  Sacrae 
Theologiae Doctore, editum, accurate per l eg i ,  nihil in eo  in-
Teni, p o d  f ida i  Catlaolicae, aut bonis moribus adcersetur, imo 
p l w i n z a  ad eamdem fidem stabiliendam et Puritanarum errores 
pyofiigandos,  quem proinde praela et luce  dignissimum censeo : 
Sic testor hac die $8 Julzii, 1644 -Xichael Hackett, Sacrae 
Theologiae Doctor, e t  Cathedralis Waterfordiensis Praecentor. 
-1 final vord must be said by way of explanation of what 

otherwise might appear a strange fact. V i t h  only one or two 
exceptions the works of which a short account is given in this 
article Tere written by non-Catholics. Catholic writers appear 
to be quite inactive. But it is only in appearance. I t  must be 
remembered that to write or print a Catholic work in Ireland in 
the seTenteenth century, unless at Kilkenny or TtTaterford during 
tLe brief heyday of the Confederation, was a dangerous experi
ment. Such works were generally printed and published on the 
Continent, and were smuggled into Ireland as opportunity 
offered; hence an account of them does not properly fall scithin 
OUT present scope. Yet they offer a wide field to the investigator. 
I t  was during this very time of persecution and suppression of 
exrpthing Catholic that Luke Wadding and Geoffrey Keating 
and Nicholas French and David Rothe and J o h n  Lynch and 
John Colgan and Michael Ward and the Four Masters and 
numeroils other Irish writers, most of them in exile and some 
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of them seeking shelter in the mountains and exes  and deserted 
monasteries of their native land, produced those monumental 
~ ~ o r l i s ,in Latin, Irish, and English, which are among the glories 
of the Irish race, and are the vindication of Ireland’s continued 
claim to the title of the land of scholars. This brilliant galaxy 
of Irish -miters shine like the stars through the dark night of 
persecution, but it is only in comparatively recent times that 
t k i r  radiance has begun to beat full upon us. Their rrorks 
are not nearly vell enough known, even yet; bnt as time goes 
on and the mists of prejudice are lifting, increased attention is 
being directed to them. The more these writings are examined, 
the more the difficulties under which they were composed are 
understood, the greater will be the admiration they inspire in 
all who love scholarly attainments and at the same time seek 
to  h o r r  the truth. 

P. J. LESSOX. 








